March 25, 1986 LB 835

that were brought up to us that we expressed to themin the
Public Wrks Committee. And so that the present version
that you see of LB 835 isreally a product of their

conprom se. There of course will be some things that |

would like to still see changed and perhaps there will be
some ot her anendnents that will make that nore pal atable for
me, but | think that my amendment will help to at |east

address a little bit of my concern regarding the tel ephone
rates increase to custoners and the ability of the custoner
as the affected person in an area to appeal that increa e to
the PSC. I think it'smore fair than the flat 5 percent
that you will find in Senator DeCanmp's anendnent to LB 835
and |l would just like to go over that a little bit with you
at this tine. The first part of that gnendment deals with
the great variation that we find among the numbers of
subscribers that we have in the conpanies I1n the state which
ranges from hundreds to as manyas and over 350,000
subscri bers. So for that yeason | felt that a flat

5 percent rate was not a good way to go and so based on that

my amendment woul d address a breakdown anmong the different
ranges and sizes of subscribers in affected areas. Andso |

have a section (a) which is a 10 percent of all affected
subscribers if the tel ecomunications conpany has 5000 or
| ess access lines in service, and | understand that there

will be an amendnent to that which, you know, e can address
that later, but the reason we went with 10percent on that
one was based on the fact that it is very nuch easier for a

smal | comunity or in a locale to Dbe able to come up with
signatures on the petitions. (p) 5 percent of all affected
subscribers if the tel ecomuni cations company has more than
5,000 but | ess than 50,000 access lanes in service. Part
(c) deals with 3 percent of all affected subscribers if the
company has more than 50,000 but not morethan 250,000
access lines in service and, finally, (d) tw percent of all
affected subscribers if the tel ecommunications company has

more than 250,000 access |jnes in service. And then g
second section which there is a change which you' Il see in
the anended versionthat | passed out to you still needs

further anmendments because that was missed. This would just
deal with a little technical change +that we would have to
place in this part of the amendnent beginning with "signed"
inline it shouldsay "17" instead of "16" through
subscribers” in line "18" rather tnan "17". Then the thitd
part of that deals with the concern that | have to protect
the public fromundue rate increases and it also limts the
frequency of rhe increase. And what it does is just talk
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